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Abstract: We report about a combined structural and magnetometric characterization of self-
assembled magnetic nanoparticle arrays. Monodisperse iron oxide nanoparticles with a 
diameter of 20 nm were synthesized by thermal decomposition. The nanoparticle suspension 
was spin-coated on Si substrates to achieve self-organized arrays of particles and  
subsequently annealed at various conditions. The samples were characterized by x-ray 
diffraction, bright and dark field high resolution transmission electron microscopy (HRTEM). 
The structural analysis is compared to the magnetic behavior investigated by superconducting 
interference device (SQUID) magnetometry. We can identify either multi-phase FexO/-Fe2O3 
or multi-phase FexO/Fe3O4 nanoparticles. The FexO/-Fe2O3 system shows a pronounced 
exchange bias effect which explains the peculiar magnetization data obtained for this system.  
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I. Introduction 
Magnetic nanoparticles (NPs) are in the focus of much interest because of their potential use  
as building blocks for future high-density data storage systems [1-4], spintronic devices [5, 6], 
and for photonic [7], bio-medical [8-12] or refrigeration applications [13]. Rapid 
developments in the chemical synthesis of magnetic NPs offer the possibility to exploit novel 
magnetic, optical and electrical properties that emerge when reducing the size of the particles. 
NPs can be synthesized with controlled size, shape and surface coating. In particular iron 
oxide NPs are currently intensely discussed for medical applications due to their bio-
compatibility and for spintronic devices due to their half-metallic properties [8, 12, 14-17]. 
Applications, however, require the precise identification of the iron phase, which is often 
neglected. Therefore, we employed a combined structural and magnetometric characterization 
of iron oxide NP arrays at three different annealing conditions, i.e. moderate drying at 80°C in 
air (as-prepared state), annealing at 170°C in air and annealing at 230°C in vacuum. This 
yields either multi-phase FexO/-Fe2O3 or multi-phase FexO/Fe3O4 NPs. Annealing at 170°C 
in air seems to produce single phase -Fe2O3 considering only structural information. 
However, using a more detailed investigation using remanent magnetization curves a minor 
FexO phase is detected here as well.    
'Wüstite' (FexO) is a nonstoichiometric phase with a known stability range from x = 0.83 to 
0.96. At room temperature wüstite is paramagnetic and crystallizes in a rock salt structure,  
which is a close-packed fcc O2- lattice with Fe2+ ions occupying the B interstitial sites. Below 
the Néel temperature TN = 198 K, wüstite orders antiferromagnetically (AF) [18, 19]. The 
magnetic moments order in two-dimensional Ising-like ferromagnetic (FM) sheets parallel to 
the (111) planes with the moment directions pointing alternately up and down in adjacent 
sheets [18]. The paramagnetic to AF transition is accompanied by a slight elongation along 
the [111] direction where the crystal becomes rhombohedral. The magnetic ordering can be 
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understood in terms of a predominantly AF coupling between next-nearest neighbor ions in 
the [100] lattice directions.  
'Magnetite' (Fe3O4) is a ferrimagnetic (FiM) compound below 858 K. It crystallizes in a cubic 
'inverse spinel' structure [19-21] with the tetrahedrally coordinated A sites occupied by Fe3+, 
and the octahedrally coordinated B sites equally occupied by iron atoms with formal +3 and 
+2 charges. The Fe2+ and Fe3+ ions in the octahedral sites are aligned FM by the double 
exchange interaction, whereas the Fe3+ ions on the tetrahedral sites are coupled to the Fe3+ in 
the octahedral sites by an AF superexchange interaction. In contrast to other ferrites, 
magnetite is a relatively good conductor at room temperature. The conductivity is associated 
with the mixed valency, which gives rise to FM exchange interactions. Oxides containing a 
single valency, Fe2+ or Fe3+, are magnetic insulators. The conductivity of bulk magnetite at 
room temperature is approximately 200 (cm)-1 [22]. When cooling below the characteristic 
Verwey transition at TV = 120 K its conductivity drops by two orders of magnitude 
accompanied by a slight crystallographic distortion [20, 21, 23].  
'Maghemite' (γ-Fe2O3) is a FiM material below 948 K [19]. It crystallizes in the inverse spinel 
structure similar to magnetite. In contrast to magnetite, eight Fe3+ ions are located in 
tetrahedral sites (A-sites) and sixteen Fe3+ occupy the octahedral sites (B-sites). The FiM 
property in maghemite is the result of Fe3+ in the B sites of the spinel structure. The saturation 
magnetization of maghemite is 380 kA/m which is smaller compared to 480 kA/m of 
magnetite. 
Apart from the above mentioned oxide phases there are also the phases α-Fe2O3, β-Fe2O3 and  
ε-Fe2O3. Among those, 'hematite', (α-Fe2O3) is the most abundant in nature. The other two 
phases are metastable and are formed by reduction of α-Fe2O3 at high temperatures. Hematite 
is AF below 948 K [19]. It also shows a transition from weak ferromagnetism to AF at 260 K, 
known as Morin transition. It crystallizes in a rhombohedral structure at room temperature 
and from x-ray diffraction measurements one can easily distinguish it from magnetite, 
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maghemite and wüstite. In our studies hematite was not identified for all annealing 
temperatures. 
 
II. EXPERIMENTAL DETAILS 
Spherical monodisperse iron oxide NPs with oleic acid coating were synthesized by thermal 
decomposition of iron oleate in trioctylamine in presence of oleic acid following the 
procedure described by Park et al [24]. In a typical synthesis, the metal-oleate complex was 
prepared by reacting 3 g of iron chloride (FeCl3*6H2O) and 10.13 g of sodium oleate with 
22.21 ml ethanol, 16.62 ml water and 38.88 ml n-hexane. The mixture was heated to 70°C for 
4 h. In the next step, 6 g of iron oleate and 0.96 ml of oleic acid were added to 43.53 ml of 
trioctylamine and stirred in a three-neck round-bottom flask. The mixture was heated to 
320°C with a heating rate of 3.3°C/min under vigorous stirring. Once the temperature was 
reached, the reaction mixture was kept at that temperature for 30 min. The initial reddish-
brown color of the reaction solution turned brownish-black. The resultant solution was then 
cooled to room temperature. The thus prepared NPs were separated by centrifugation and 
washed with ethanol. This procedure was repeated five times. After washing, the resultant 
NPs were separated by centrifugation and dissolved in toluene for long-term storage. Hereby 
the NPs remain coated with the oleic acid shell.  
Next, the iron oxide NPs were spin-coated on Si(100) substrates with a native oxide. The 
substrates were ultrasonically cleaned in acetone for 15 min, rinsed with isopropanol and 
dried with pure N2 stream. In a typical procedure, 0.2 ml of iron oxide NP solution was spun 
at 3000 rpm for 30 s and dried on a hot plate at 80 °C for 20 min. 
Structural characterization of the NP monolayer films was carried out by electron microscopy 
and x-ray diffraction. Transmission electron microscopy (TEM) images were obtained with a 
HF 2000 microscope (Hitachi) equipped with a cold field emission gun and with a QUANTA 
200 FEG scanning electron microscope (SEM), respectively. High resolution TEM (HRTEM) 
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and selected area electron diffraction (SAED), conventional dark field and bright field images 
were taken with an Analytical 200kV FEG-TEM TECNAI F20 S-Twin instrument. X-ray 
Bragg scans were carried out at beamline BL09 at the DELTA synchrotron facility in 
Dortmund, Germany. The photon energy was selected to be 11 keV (λ= 1.127 Å) using a Si 
(311) double crystal monochromator. The angle of incidence to the film was kept fixed at 
0.2°, which is just above the critical angle for total reflection. The beam size at the sample 
position was 0.2mm x 2mm. The 2θ angle of the detector was scanned from 10° to 60° with a 
step size of 0.05°. Magnetometry measurements of the samples were performed using a 
Quantum Design MPMS5 superconducting quantum interference device (SQUID) 
magnetometer in applied magnetic fields up to 50 kOe. 
 
III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 
A. Structural characterization 
Figure 1 (a, b) shows transmission electron microscopy (TEM) images of the as-prepared 
NPs. The images reveal the formation of highly monodisperse particles with an average size 
of 20 nm and relatively narrow size distribution of 7%. Figure 1 (c, d) shows SEM images of 
the self-assembled NPs on a Si substrate with approximately ten monolayers (a) and one 
monolayer (b), showing densely packed hexagonal arrays. The number of layers of NPs was 
controlled by changing the concentration of the solution.  
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FIG. 1: (a, b) TEM images of as-prepared iron oxide NPs with a diameter of 20 nm. 
SEM images of (c) a multilayer and (d) a monolayer of NPs on Si substrates dried at 
80°C and (e) a multilayer and (f) a monolayer of NPs annealed at 230°C in vacuum, 
respectively. 
 
Figure 2(a) shows a powder x-ray diffraction pattern of the samples dried at 80 °C. Analysis 
of the diffraction pattern gives an indication of the presence of a mixture of iron oxide phases. 
The broad peak at 25.7° hints toward the presence of two crystalline phases, wüstite and 
spinel. The main diffraction peaks (111), (200) and (220) of FexO are clearly identified. 
However, one observes diffraction peaks at (220) and (511), which correspond to the spinel 
F3O4 or γ-Fe2O3.  
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FIG. 2. XRD patterns of NPs on Si substrates, (a) dried in air at 80°C, (b) annealed in 
air at 170°C and (c) in vacuum at 230°C. On the horizontal bar below the position and 
intensity of powder Bragg peaks are shown according to literature values. The Miller 
indices are labeled by 's' for the spinel structure and 'r' for the rock salt (wüstite) 
structure. 
 
The mixture of iron phases in one NP is attributed to the surface oxidation of the FexO 
nanoparticles [25] resulting in the formation of a F3O4 layer around the nanoparticles [24], or 
due to an incomplete removal of the surfactants inside the NPs during the synthesis, leading to 
a lower intensity in the middle of the particle that inhibit the formation of one single iron 
oxide phase [26]. By annealing in oxidizing atmospheres, it has been reported that wüstite 
nanocrystals can be transformed into magnetite or maghemite nanocrystals [24, 25, 27]. One 
should note that we find no significant difference between samples dried at 80°C and samples 
without heat treatment. Therefore, the 80°C annealed systems are identical to the as-prepared 
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systems with respect to crystallographic structure. However, we find a better adhesion of the 
NPs to the substrate for the system dried at 80°C. 
For the second heat treatment, NP films were annealed on a hot plate at 170 °C for 20 min 
(with an intermediate plateau at 80 °C for 20 min.). SEM images from the resulting films (not 
shown here) indicate that the particles did not coalesce during annealing at 170 °C. In Figure 
2(b) a powder diffraction pattern of the samples annealed at 170 °C is shown. The FexO phase 
undergoes a chemical and structural conversion into F3O4 or γ-Fe2O3 evidenced by the shift of 
the diffraction peaks to high angles, increase of intensities of (200), (311) and (511) and 
appearance of a (422) peak. These results favor the presence of a spinel structure as single or 
major phase in the NPs. 
The third heat treatment consisted of annealing the as-prepared NP films in high vacuum 
(2×10-7 mbar) at 230 °C for 20 minutes. The heating and cooling was performed inside a 
vacuum chamber. SEM images show that the particles still retain the close-packed structure 
without any neck formation [28].  Fig 2 (c) shows the x-ray diffraction pattern of a multilayer 
NP film. It is similar to the pattern of the as-prepared system, which indicates a mixed phase. 
The (311), (511), and (440) peak of F3O4 or γ-Fe2O3 are clearly visible. The (111), (200) and 
(220) peaks of the fcc wüstite phase can also be identified. 
For TEM analysis samples were prepared on SiO2 coated copper grids and heat treated as 
before at 80°C in air, 170°C in air or 230°C in vacuum for 20 minutes. We used SiO2 coated 
grids to maintain similar conditions for the self-assembly of NPs as in the case of  NP films 
prepared on Si substrates with a natural SiO2 layer.   
Fig 3(a) shows the bright field TEM image of the NPs, (b) the corresponding selected area 
electron diffraction (SAED) pattern, (c-d) HRTEM images and (e-h) the conventional dark 
field images for the samples annealed at 80°C in air.  
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FIG 3. (a) Bright field TEM image of NPs annealed at 80°C in air (scale bar 
corresponds to 50nm). (b) Corresponding SAED pattern (the subscripts s and r in the 
indexing stands for inverse spinel magnetite or maghemite and rock salt wüstite 
respectively). (c) and (d) show HRTEM images at two different focuses showing the 
polycrystalline nature of each particle (scale bar corresponds to 2nm). (e), (f), (g) and 
(h) are the dark field TEM images taken at different ring positions showing a multi-
phase structure of spinel phase and wüstite (scale bar corresponds to 50nm). 
(220)s 
(311)s/(111)r 
(400)s/(200)r 
(511)s 
(440)s/(220)r 
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The bright field image shows mostly spherical particles with relatively small size distribution 
of 7%. The SAED pattern reveals the presence of an inverse spinel structure (maghemite or 
magnetite) and the rock salt structure of wüstite, confirming our conclusions from the x-ray 
diffraction pattern. After carefully indexing the textured SAED rings we notice that the first 
intense broad ring has a contribution from the (311) peak of the spinel structure (magnetite or 
maghemite) and from the (111) peak of the rock salt structure (wüstite). The other two intense 
rings could be assigned to the (200) and (220) planes of wüstite. The (511) and (220) planes 
of the spinel structure could also be observed in this case. The example HRTEM images (c) 
and (d) demonstrate that the NP ensemble consists of a mixture of single crystals with several 
coherent phases or polycrystalline particles.  
We analyzed dark field images by choosing particular diffraction spots from the diffraction 
ring. Although the diffraction rings are very close for wüstite and inverse spinel structure, a 
clear multi-phase wüstite-spinel structure can be observed (Fig 3 (e), (f), (g), (h)). The 
diffraction rings (440)s/(220)r, (511)s and (422)s contribute to the dark field images taken at 
different ring positions. The aperture does not allow imaging of a single diffraction ring. 
Nevertheless one can observe one particle with a multi-phase structure. Considering another 
spot on the same ring (h) a different particle phase is illuminated. In panel (f), which belongs 
to the same ring, we do not encounter a clear multi-phase structure. We conclude that, in 
general, particles are composed of small crystallites (grains) of different phases (wüstite or 
inverse spinel) with variable volume ratio from particle to particle. 
Fig 4(a) shows the bright field TEM image of NPs annealed at 170°C in air. The HRTEM 
image in (c) reveals a single-crystalline NP. One should note that the inhomogeneous contrast 
is probably due to focus artifacts introduced by the shape of the NP. Image (d) shows, 
however, a polycrystalline particle. The corresponding SAED pattern is presented in panel 
(b). The diffraction rings correspond to the inverse spinel maghemite or magnetite phase 
indicating basically single-phase iron oxide supporting the x-ray diffraction study.   
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FIG 4. (a) Bright field TEM image of NPs annealed at 170°C in air (scale bar 
corresponds to 20nm). (b) Corresponding SAED pattern. (c) and (d) show HRTEM 
images of two different particles (scale bar corresponds to 5nm). (e), (f), (g) and (h) are 
the dark field TEM images taken at different ring positions showing a multi-phase 
structure of spinel phase and wüstite (scale bar corresponds to 100nm). 
 
The dark field image in panel (e) taken from (220)s, (311)s and partly from (200)r/ (400)s rings 
again show a mixed-phase structure. The dark field image in panel (f) shows a similar trend. 
(220)s 
(311)s/(111)r 
(400)s/(200)r
(422)s 
(440)s/(220)r 
(111)s 
(511)s 
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Images in panel (g) and (h) are taken from (422)s, (511)s and (220)r/ (440)s. They show 
predominantly NPs of single phase. Hence, no clear conclusion about the single- crystalline or 
single-phase nature can be drawn from structural data alone in the case of NPs annealed at 
170°C in air. The structural analysis indicates only a mixture of single-crystalline or 
polycrystalline NPs. 
Fig 5(a) shows the bright field TEM image of NPs annealed at 230°C in vacuum. The 
corresponding SAED pattern is depicted in panel (b). The diffraction rings are not clearly 
defined, because of a larger illuminated area. One should note that the SAED patterns for the 
three annealing conditions were not taken from the same amount of particles. That means the 
intensities in each case cannot be compared directly. In the supplementary data file we show 
the TEM images and the corresponding illuminated areas which contributed to the SAED 
pattern in these three cases. The diffraction rings corresponding to the (200) and (220) planes 
of wüstite always exhibit discrete intensity spots indicative for a pronounced texture, whereas 
the diffraction rings corresponding to magnetite or maghemite are almost continuous as 
expected for a randomly distributed powder with negligible texture. 
The HRTEM images in panels (c) and (d) show that also single-crystalline NPs can be 
encountered. However, the majority of NPs consists of a multi-phase structure. Fig 5 (e), (f),  
and (h) show dark field images taken from different positions on the ring (311)s/(111)r. Panel 
(g) shows the dark field image taken from ring (400)s/(200)r. Image (e) shows a core-shell 
particle. The core appears darker, because the spot of the diffraction ring is associated to the 
inverse spinel structure. Panels (f) and (g) depict NPs containing several small crystallites. 
Panel (h) shows one NP which is entirely illuminated evidencing a single-phase structure. 
Hence, the entire set of NPs consists of a mixture of various compositions with the majority 
of multi-phase particles with spinel and wüstite. 
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FIG 5. (a) Bright field TEM image of the NPs annealed at 230°C in vacuum (scale bar 
corresponds to 20nm). (b) Corresponding SAED pattern. (c) and (d) show HRTEM 
images displaying a polycrystalline mixed-phase structure (scale bar corresponds to 
5nm). (e), (f), (g) and (h) show the dark field image of the particles (scale bar 
corresponds to 20nm). 
 
 
(220)s 
(311)s/(111)r 
(400)s/(200)r 
(422)s 
(440)s/(220)r 
(111)s 
(511)s 
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B. Magnetic characterization 
Figure 6 (a) depicts M vs. T curves after zero field cooling (ZFC) and after field cooling (FC) 
measured at 50 Oe for a monolayer film of NPs dried at 80°C. The ZFC magnetization curve 
is obtained by first cooling the system in zero field from 330 K to 15 K. Next, the field is 
applied and subsequently the magnetization is recorded while increasing the temperature 
gradually. The FC magnetization curve is measured by decreasing the temperature in the same 
applied field. 
 
FIG. 6. M vs. T curves after ZFC and FC measured at 50 Oe for a monolayer of NPs 
after spin-coating of NP dispersions dissolved in toluene (a) and benzene (b). Both 
samples were dried at 80°C in air.  
 
The ZFC and FC curves seem to correspond to those of a superparamagnetic (SPM) system 
[29-33], i.e. showing a gradual increase of the ZFC curve until a peak at the temperature 
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Tp,ZFC = 240 K and for higher temperatures a 1/T Curie-type decrease. Furthermore, the FC 
curve overlaps with the ZFC curve for high temperatures and splits from the ZFC curve below 
a bifurcation temperature Tb  260 K slightly above Tp,ZFC. However, three features 
significantly deviate from the usual SPM picture. First, the ZFC curve shows a very atypical 
steep increase at a temperature Ts  200 K. Second, the temperature of the peak in the FC 
curve, Tp,FC, is different from that of the ZFC curve. This behavior is atypical for a purely 
SPM systems. Third, the FC curve decreases below its peak temperature. Between Ts and 
Tp,FC the ZFC and FC curves are approximately parallel indicating a common phenomenon 
responsible for the shape of the curve.   
The sudden increase in the magnetization at Ts  200 K could be associated with either the 
freezing point of the solvent [34] or with a structural or magnetic transformation within the 
NPs. Or it could be due to two exchange coupled magnetic phases inside each NP. 
In order to check whether this feature is caused by the freezing point of the solvent [34], 
further experiments were performed. Note that the NP films were dried at 80°C, which is 
below the boiling point of toluene (i.e. 110°C). Therefore, it is possible that the NPs were still 
surrounded by a residual toluene layer. A possible scenario could be that at low temperatures 
the liquid matrix surrounding the particles becomes frozen and thus mechanically fixing the 
NPs. By warming up the system above the melting point of the toluene (i.e. 180 K), the 
matrix would unfreeze. In the liquid matrix the particles would then be free to rotate.  
Different samples were prepared under identical conditions, however, with benzene (melting 
point =  279 K) as solvent instead of toluene. Figure 6(b) shows ZFC and FC curves measured 
at 50 Oe for a monolayer film of NPs dissolved in benzene and dried at 80°C. The curves are 
basically identical to those presented in Fig. 6(a). Consequently the increase in magnetization 
close to 200 K is not due to the freezing and melting of a residual solvent matrix. 
A better insight into the nature of the observed behavior can be drawn from M vs. T curves at 
various fields. In the case of a SPM or a superspin glass (SSG) system it is expected that the 
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peak in the ZFC curve is strongly field dependent and shifts to lower temperatures for 
increasing fields (see Ref. 27-31 and references therein).  
Figure 7 (a) shows the magnetization vs. temperature after ZFC and FC measured at relatively  
low fields of H = 0.2, 0.5, 1 and 2 kOe for a monolayer film of NPs dried at 80 °C. We indeed 
find that the peak in the ZFC curve shifts to lower temperatures as the field increases. 
However, the FC peak position remains constant for applied fields up to 2 kOe.  
 
FIG. 7. M vs. T curves after ZFC (solid symbols) and FC (open symbols) measured at 
various applied fields of a monolayer of NPs dried at 80°C in air (a, b). The curves are 
shown with an offset of 3x10-5 emu (measured at 0.5 kOe), 7×10−5 emu (1 kOe) and 
8×10−5 emu (2 kOe), respectively, for better clarity. Arrows in (a) mark the peak in the 
ZFC curve. Arrows in (b) mark the peak in the FC curve. 
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Figure 7 (b) shows ZFC and FC curves at higher fields H = 5, 7 and 10 kOe. Again we 
observe a splitting between ZFC and FC curves just as for low fields. However, the ZFC and 
the FC peaks coincide in temperature and do not shift to lower temperatures with increasing 
field. This is contrary to the behavior expected for the blocking temperature (TB) of SPM or 
the glass temperature (Tg) of SSG systems (see Ref. 27-31 and references therein). This can 
be explained by the presence of an AF.  
In most AF systems the field dependence of the critical phase boundary is very small in the 
range of the usually accessible experimental field values. Furthermore, the ZFC and FC 
curves can have a very similar shape to that of SPM and SSG systems [35]. This matches well 
with the observation seen in Fig. 7 (b). Comparing the ZFC curves measured at H > 2 kOe, 
one finds virtually no change of the peak position at T  206 K. Therefore, this temperature is 
very likely to be related to the Néel temperature of the AF wüstite phase, TN = 198 K (bulk 
value) [19]. Note that the structural characterization of the sample dried at 80°C using x-rays 
indicates the presence of a mixture of iron oxide phases, wüstite and spinel (Fe3O4 or -
Fe2O3). The Néel temperature of the FexO phase might be increased compared to the bulk 
value possibly by the exchange interaction to the FiM phase inside the NPs.  
We argue that the particular shape of the ZFC and FC curves is caused by a superposition of 
regular SPM blocking and exchange bias (EB) between AF and ferrimagnetic phases inside 
each NP [36, 37, 38]. 
From this finding we confirm that the NPs consist of FexO and spinel (Fe3O4 or -Fe2O3) 
phases. We also note that in the magnetization curves near 120 K no features are present that 
would mark the Verwey transition expected for Fe3O4 [20, 21, 23]. Evidence of the Verwey 
transition in nanocrystalline magnetite thin films [39] and in highly nonstoichiometric 
nanometric powders [40] were found using magnetic susceptibility measurements. Studies on 
magnetite NPs suggest that the Verwey transition shifts to lower temperatures due to the 
finite-size effect or vanishes below a critical size [17, 41]. Therefore, these samples either do 
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not contain Fe3O4 or only a small fraction not showing the Verwey transition. Consequently 
our NPs are composed of only wüstite-maghemite.  
The EB effect is confirmed by measurements of magnetization hysteresis loops. Fig. 8 shows 
M vs. H curves recorded at 15 K after ZFC and FC. The FC curves were measured by cooling 
the system from 330 K to 15 K in 20 kOe. Compared to the ZFC curve it shows an 
enhancement of the coercive field and a horizontal shift most likely due to EB. The ZFC 
curve shows a coercive field of 500 Oe, whereas the curve measured after FC displays an 
increased value of 1135 Oe. This is usually attributed to an additional uniaxial anisotropy 
contribution from short-range order correlations in the AF acting onto the FM [42-45].   
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FIG. 8. M vs. H hysteresis curves at 15 K after ZFC (solid black line) and after FC 
(dashed red line) of a monolayer film of NPs dried at 80°C in air. The inset shows the 
EB field, HEB, as extracted from hysteresis loops at various temperatures. 
 
Furthermore, a vertical shift along the magnetization axes is observed. Vertical shifts of the 
hysteresis loops were observed for Ni/NiO [46], Co/CoO [47], and Fe/Fe-oxide core-shell 
NPs [48, 49], which is generally attributed to frozen spins in the shell. Simulation studies on 
core-shell NPs show that the microscopic origin of the vertical shift is due to the 
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uncompensated pinned moments at the core-shell interface that facilitate the nucleation of 
non-uniform magnetic structures during the increasing field branch of the loops [37]. 
Additional evidence for the EB scenario can be obtained by measuring the temperature 
dependence of the exchange bias field HEB [36].  
The inset of Fig. 8 shows the absolute value of HEB(T). The data were obtained by FC the 
sample in a magnetic field of 20 kOe from 330 K to each temperature. One observes that HEB 
decreases with increasing temperature and vanishes at 200 K. This matches well with the 
bulk Néel temperature of wüstite, TN = 198 K [19]. Therefore, structural (x-ray diffraction and 
TEM) together with magnetometric data consistently confirm a multi-phase system of 
wüstite-maghemite NPs.   
Next we consider the monolayer film of NPs annealed at 170°C in air. Figure 9 (a) shows M 
vs. T curves after ZFC and after FC measured at 50 Oe. The ZFC curve shows a monotonic 
increase probably having a maximum at T  400 K (outside the accessible temperature range) 
as expected from the usual behavior of a SPM or SSG system. In contrast to the system dried 
at 80°C the curve does not display a sudden but a more smooth increase of the magnetization. 
The FC curve shows a behavior as expected for a SSG system, i.e. splitting from the ZFC 
curve near the maximum and a slight decrease with decreasing temperatures [31-32]. 
This behavior is consistent with the conclusions drawn from the x-ray diffraction pattern of 
the 170 °C annealed system, i.e. the NPs being either in a single phase of FiM F3O4 or γ-
Fe2O3. Therefore the magnetic behavior can be explained by FiM NPs, which are coupled 
entirely by dipolar interaction. The magnetic property of each individual NP is SPM. 
However, due to strong enough inter-particle interactions the collective behavior resembles a 
SSG state [29-33]. This feature is not further discussed here but will be subject to a systematic 
study in a forthcoming paper [50].  
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FIG. 9. M vs. T curves after ZFC (solid symbols) and after FC (open symbols) 
measured at (a) H = 50 Oe and (b) at various applied fields for a monolayer NPs 
annealed at 170°C in air. ZFC and FC measured at 0.5 and 0.7 kOe are shown with an 
offset of 2 × 10−4 emu for better clarity. 
 
Figure 9 (b) shows the magnetization vs. temperature after ZFC and FC measured at fields H 
= 0.2, 0.5 and 0.6 Oe. The peak in the ZFC curve shifts towards low temperatures as the field 
increases in contrast to the system discussed before. In larger fields the system becomes 
saturated (data not shown). Again, in the 170 °C annealed system we do not find indications 
for a Verwey transition at 120 K. We assume that also in these NPs at most only a small 
0 50 100 150 200 250 300
0.0
0.5
1.0
1.5
2.0
2.5
 (a)
 
 T (K)
M
(1
0-
4 e
m
u)
 ZFC
 FC
H = 50Oe
0 50 100 150 200 250 300
0
1
2
3
4
5
 (b)
 
  0.2 kOe
  0.5 kOe
  0.7 kOeM
 (1
0-
4  e
m
u)
 
 T (K)
  
21
fraction of magnetite is present. Consequently, the composition of NPs after heat treatment at 
170°C is mainly single-phase maghemite (γ-Fe2O3). 
In Figure 10 (a) we show the hysteresis loops measured after ZFC at 15 K and 330 K. While 
at 15 K a FM-like open hysteresis loop is observed, at 330 K one finds a closed loop 
resembling that of a soft FM. This behavior is consistent with the assumption of pure FiM 
NPs, which are coupled by dipolar interaction.  
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FIG. 10. M vs. H hysteresis curves at (a) 15 K (dashed red line) and 330 K (solid black 
line) after ZFC for a monolayer film of NPs annealed at 170°C in air and (b) at 15 K 
after ZFC (black open triangles) and FC (red solid squares). The inset shows the 
temperature dependence of the EB field. 
 
However, the relatively sharp switching observed in the loop at 15 K does not correspond to a 
SSG scenario, where more rounded loops are expected [29-33]. Either a strong preferential 
orientation of anisotropy axes along the field axis is present or rather a superferromagnetic 
(SFM) [32, 33, 51-55] state is encountered. Again, since the collective NP behavior is not in 
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the focus of the present work, the distinction between SSG or SFM case will not be analyzed 
further at this point [50]. 
Fig. 10 (b) compares the hysteresis loops at 15 K after ZFC or FC. Surprisingly, one observes 
a finite EB effect although no presence of AF wüstite was detected from structural data. The 
temperature dependence of HEB is plotted in the inset of Fig. 10 (b). The EB vanishes at 
160 K and hence at a smaller temperature as compared to the case discussed above. It is very 
likely that this temperature corresponds to a finite-size scaled Néel temperature of wüstite and 
hence indicates the existence of very small size wüstite inside the otherwise FiM NPs that 
have escaped the x-ray diffraction analysis.  
The third type of heat treatment was annealing the NPs at 230°C in vacuum. Fig. 11 (a) shows 
ZFC and FC curves measured at 50 Oe.  Here we observe a clear step-like feature in both 
ZFC and FC curve at 110 K. These steps obviously mark the Verwey temperature indicative 
for the presence of a magnetite phase inside the NPs. The Verwey temperature is thereby 
reduced due to the finite-size effect as compared to the bulk value of 120 K. 
Apart from the Verwey-transition the ZFC and FC curves look relatively similar to the second 
case of NPs that are annealed at 170°C in air, i.e. a smooth increase of the ZFC curve with a 
peak and a decrease in the FC curve upon cooling down. From the x-ray diffraction results the 
presence of AF wüstite is expected. However, no obvious effect of wüstite can be detected 
from the magnetization curves at low temperatures. The ZFC peak temperature (300 K) is 
slightly smaller compared to the previous case signifying a smaller energy barrier for SPM 
fluctuations. This could be due to the fact that magnetite is the dominating phase inside the 
NPs with negligible magnetic influence of wüstite and hence less anisotropy from less EB 
effects and disorder. The decrease in the FC curve could again be an indication for dipolar 
coupling between NPs as in the case of annealing at 170°C in air.  
On the one hand, the ZFC and FC curves measured at 0.2, 0.5 and 0.7 kOe (Fig. 11 (b)) show 
the expected decrease of the ZFC peak temperature with increasing field. For H = 0.7 kOe the 
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ZFC peak seem to have shifted to  50 K. On the other hand, the Verwey transition remains 
for all fields at 110 K as expected for NPs consisting of magnetite. 
 
FIG. 11. M vs. T curves after ZFC (closed symbols) and after FC (open symbols) 
measured at various applied fields for a monolayer film of NPs annealed at 230°C in 
vacuum. ZFC and FC measured at 50 Oe (a), 0.2, 0.5 and 0.7 kOe (b) are shown with an 
offset of 0.8 × 10−4 and  1.5× 10−4emu, respectively, for better clarity. The arrows 
indicate the Verwey transition temperature Tv of magnetite at 110 K. 
 
The magnetization hysteresis loops at 15 and 300 K are shown in Fig. 12 (a) . A very similar 
behavior is found as for the system annealed at 170°C in air (see Fig. 9), i.e. a closed loop at 
300 K similar to a soft-FM or to Stoner-Wohlfarth particles in the unblocked regime and a 
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FM-type open hysteresis loop at 15 K again with a surprising squareness of the loop. This can 
also be interpreted in terms of a collective SFM state or Stoner-Wohlfarth behavior in the 
blocked regime with a preferential anisotropy axis. 
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FIG. 12. (a) M vs. H hysteresis curves at 15 K (dashed red line) and 300 K (solid black 
line) after ZFC of a monolayer film of NPs annealed at 230 °C in vacuum and (b) M vs. 
H hysteresis curves at 15 K after ZFC (solid black line) and FC (dashed red line) in 
500 Oe. The inset shows the temperature dependence of EB field. The solid line is a 
guide to the eyes. 
 
Fig. 12(b) shows hysteresis loops at 15 K after ZFC and FC in 500 Oe. There is a clear 
difference between the ZFC and FC curves. In addition the FC curve displays an EB value of 
Heb = -210 Oe, while the ZFC curve shows zero EB as expected from usual EB systems [36, 
37, 42-45]. The EB is again likely to be due to the interaction between AF wüstite and FiM 
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magnetite inside each NP. This matches well with the x-ray studies that indicate the presence 
of wüstite. 
The increased squareness of the loop after FC (first cycled loop) compared to the ZFC curve 
also corresponds to other EB systems [43-45]. In the case of FC a more or less well defined 
EB direction is imprinted into the wüstite phases during FC. This results in a square-like loop 
as also found in Fig. 12 (a) at 15 K.  
However, in the ZFC case an isotropic distribution of EB directions is imprinted, which 
results in a rounded S-shaped loop. The loop after FC also shows a training effect (data not 
shown). The inset in Fig 12(b) shows the temperature dependence of HEB after FC in 500 Oe. 
The EB vanishes at 190 K, which is close to the Nèel temperature of wüstite (see above). 
This confirms that the EB effect results from the exchange interaction between wüstite and 
spinel phases inside each NP. Moreover, it signifies that the wüstite phase inside the NPs is 
larger in size than in the 170 °C annealing case but larger compared to the 80°C dried case. 
Further information about the magnetic behavior after all three annealing processes can be 
drawn from so-called thermoremanent (TRM) and iso-thermoremanent (IRM) magnetization 
data [35].  
In the TRM protocol the system is cooled down from high temperatures in a certain applied 
field, H. At the target temperature (e.g. below the blocking, spin glass or a transition 
temperature, respectively) the field is switched off and the remanent magnetization recorded. 
This value is the TRM value corresponding to the field H at this specified temperature. In the 
IRM protocol, however, the system is cooled down in zero field down to the target 
temperature, then a field H is momentarily applied, subsequently switched off and eventually 
the remanent magnetization is recorded. This value is the IRM corresponding to the field H. 
Consequently, in non-ergodic systems, TRM and IRM values should be non-zero and often 
differ from each other since two different histories are passed. It has been shown that 
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TRM/IRM plots vs. applied field H can be used as 'fingerprints' for distinguishing between 
different classes of magnetic properties [35, 56].   
The TRM/IRM plot at 15 K of the NPs dried at 80°C in air is shown in Fig. 13(a). The TRM 
increases monotonically for small fields as expected for SPM or SSG type of systems [35, 
56]. At 10 kOe a broad peak is found and for larger fields there is a weak decrease.  
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FIG 13. TRM and IRM vs. applied field measured at 15 K of a monolayer film of NPs 
annealed at (a) 80°C in air (b) 170°C in air and (c) 230 °C in vacuum, respectively. 
 
This behavior has been reported previously for spin glass (SG) systems [57, 58]. 
Consequently it might be attributed here to SSG type of behavior of dipolarly coupled NPs. 
However, the IRM stays at relatively small values, which is atypical for SG and hence SSG 
systems. This might be due to the presence of AF wüstite. An ideal AF system shows zero 
IRM for all fields [56] and therefore the overall IRM value is reduced. 
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Fig. 13 (b) and (c) shows the TRM/IRM curves at 15 K of the samples annealed in 170°C in 
air and 230°C in vacuum, respectively. For small field values the TRM and IRM curves 
follow again the expectation for a SPM or SSG system [56], i.e. both are monotonically 
increasing while IRM < TRM. However, at intermediate fields one finds in both systems a 
surprisingly sharp maximum in TRM and IRM with the IRM peak slightly below the TRM 
peak. At 15 K the TRM has a peak at a field of 1000 Oe (170°C in air) and at 1500 Oe 
(230°C in vacuum), respectively. For larger fields both TRM and IRM decrease drastically 
and then saturate for fields H  50 kOe. Such a sharp peak in TRM and IRM has not been 
discussed in the literature yet to the best of our knowledge.  
This behavior implies that for fields larger than the peak value (Hpeak,TRM and Hpeak,IRM, 
respectively) the remanent magnetization decreases, despite the fact that the applied field is 
increased. This can be explained by two field regimes, where the magnetization relaxation 
process occurs with different relaxation times. Below the peak value the behavior is regular 
with increasing remanence with increasing fields. Above the peak, the relaxation obviously 
proceeds much faster than in the first regime. This can be understood considering the H-T 
phase diagram for wüstite. Unfortunately, no experimental phase diagram for wüstite is 
known to our best knowledge. Since FexO is an AF, the H-T diagram will likely resemble the 
schematic depicted in the inset of Fig. 14. A phase line (usually a phase line of second order 
and one of first order being separated by a multicritical point [59]) separates the AF phase 
from the paramagnetic (PM) phase. 
For FC in relatively small fields one enters the AF phase. At low temperatures (in our case 
15 K) the field is switched off and then the TRM value is recorded. The system stays in the 
AF phase when the field is switched off. Therefore, the magnetization relaxation is governed 
by a slow relaxation to the AF ground state via AF domain wall dynamics [60] with some 
relaxation time 2.  However, for FC in large fields one stays in the PM phase during cooling. 
When the field is switched off, the systems crosses the AF phase boundary, Hcrit(T), enters the 
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AF phase and relaxes toward the AF ground state. This relaxation path obviously occurs with 
a smaller relaxation time, 1 < 2, than the previous one. 
 
FIG. 14. Peak field value from the TRM plot (see Fig. 13) as function of temperature of 
a monolayer of NPs annealed at 170°C in air and 230°C in vacuum, respectively. The 
inset shows a qualitative phase diagram of wüstite. The black solid line marks the phase 
boundary Hcrit(T). The arrows depict two different FC approaches as examples, i.e. FC 
with 1 kOe and thus entering the AF phase and FC in 50 kOe, which stays outside the 
AF phase. The magnetization relaxation at 15 K then occurs with two different 
relaxation times, 1 and 2, respectively, as described in the text. 
 
Consequently, the peak in TRM and IRM marks the AF phase boundary. This scenario is 
supported by measuring the peak field of the TRM curve as function of temperature. If the 
peak coincides with Hcrit(T), then it should decrease with increasing temperature and 
eventually become zero near the Néel temperature. This behavior is confirmed in Fig. 14. For 
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the system annealed in 230°C in vacuum one clearly observes a monotonic decrease from 
1500 Oe down to 100 Oe at 170 K, which is near to the finite-size Néel temperature of 
wüstite extracted above, i.e.  190 K. For the case of annealing at 170°C in air a less clear 
trend is observable. Nevertheless, also a monotonic decrease from 1000 Oe down to zero at 
200 K is found. However, the curve stays systematically below the one of the 230°C annealed 
case. One can roughly estimate from the shape of the curve a characteristic temperature of 
160K, which would match with the stronger finite-size scaled Néel temperature of wüstite as 
inferred above.  
Comparing and summarizing all data on the three annealing studies we conclude that in all 
three cases a mixed-phase systems is found., i.e. 80°C dried in air (wüstite-maghemite), 
170°C in air (mainly maghemite with a residual wüstite component), and 230°C in vacuum 
(wüstite-magnetite). Moreover, one can infer that in the first case the wüstite phase is much 
larger in size compared to the second and third one. This leads to a larger (finite size scaled) 
Hcrit(T) in the H-T phase diagram of wüstite being outside of the accessible field range. 
Therefore, no sharp peak is found in the TRM plot in this case. In the second and third 
annealing case, the Hcrit(T) is at intermediate fields and thus two different relaxation paths are 
possible. Consequently, a sharp peak can be detected in the TRM. 
 
 IV. CONCLUSIONS 
In summary, we have investigated self-assembled iron oxide NPs with a diameter of 20 nm 
and a size distribution of 7%. After spin-coating on Si substrates mono- or multilayer films of 
self-organized NPs were established. The crystallographic structure of the NPs and thus the 
magnetic behavior strongly depends on the thermal treatment of the NP films. Drying in 80°C 
in air is equivalent to the as-prepared state and yields a multi-phase system of FexO/-Fe2O3 
NPs. The magnetic behavior is characterized by both SPM blocking and EB between the AF 
FexO and FiM -Fe2O3. TEM studies suggest a polycrystalline multi-phase instead of a core-
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shell structure. Annealing in 170°C in air yields a predominantly -Fe2O3 structure of NPs. 
The magnetic behavior is governed by dipolarly coupled FiM NPs. From magnetometry and 
in particular TRM/IRM measurements a small wüstite component is detected here as well. 
The third heat treatment, i.e. 230°C in vacuum produces multi-phase NPs of FexO/Fe3O4. The 
presence of magnetite is confirmed by the Verwey transition. The system is also characterized 
by SPM blocking and EB between the AF FexO and FiM Fe3O4.  
 
ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS 
M.J.B. acknowledges support from the International Max-Planck Research School "SurMat" 
and D.M. from the NRW Graduate School: “Research with synchrotron radiation in the nano- 
and biosciences”,  Dortmund. 
 
REFERENCES 
[1] Sun S C, Murray C B, Weller D, Folks L and Moser A 2000 Science 287 1989. 
[2] Terris B D and Thomson T 2005 J. Phys. D: Appl. Phys. 38 R199. 
[3] Reiss G and Hütten A 2005 Nature Mater. 4 725. 
[4] Sun S 2006 Adv. Mater. 18 393. 
[5] Murray C B, Kagan C R and Bawendi M G 2000 Annu. Rev. Mater. Sci. 30 545. 
[6]  Beloborodov I S, Lopatin A V, Vinokur V M, Efetov K B 2007 Rev. Mod. Phys. 79 
469. 
[7] Ge J, Hu Y and Yin Y 2007 Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 46 7428. 
[8] Pankhurst Q A, Connolly J, Jones S K and Dobson J 2003 J. Phys. D: Appl. Phys. 36 
R167. 
[9] Medarova Z, Pham W, Farrar C, Petkova V and Moore A 2006 Nature Med. 13 372. 
[10] Krishnan K M, Pakhomov A B, Bao Y, Blomqvist P, Chun Y, Gonzales M, Grin K, Ji 
X and Roberts B K 2006 J. Mater. Sci. 41 793. 
  
31
[11] Jeong U, Teng X, Wang Y, Yang H and Xia Y 2007 Adv. Mater. 19 33. 
[12] Laurent S, Forge D, Port M, Roch A, Robic C, Elst L V and Muller R 2008 Chem. 
Rev. 108 2064. 
[13]  Provenzano V, Shapiro A J  and Shull R D 2004 Nature 429 853. 
[14] Zeng H, Black C T, Sandstrom R L, Rice PM, Murray C B and Sun S 2006 Phys. Rev. 
B 73 020402. 
[15]  Chen C-J, Chiang R-K, Lai H-Y and Lin C-R 2010 J. Phys. Chem. 114 4258.  
[16]  Kavich D W, Dickerson J H, Mahajan S V, Hasan S A and Park J-H 2008 Phys. Rev. 
B 78 174414. 
[17] Goya G F, Berquo T S, Fonseca F C and Morales M P 2003 J. Appl. Phys. 94 3520. 
[18] Roth W L 1960 Acta Cryst. 13 140. 
[19] The Landolt-Börnstein Database, Vol. 4, Magnetic and other properties of oxides and 
related compounds, K.-H. Hellwege (ed.), Springer (1970).  
[20] Walz F 2002 J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 14 R285. 
[21] Garcia J and Subias G 2004 J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 16 R145.   
[22] Cox P A 1995 Transition metal oxides, Clarendon press. 
[23] Verwey E J W 1939 Nature 144 327. 
[24] Park J A K, Hwang Y, Park J-G, Noh H-J, Kim J-Y, Park J-H, Hwang N-M and 
Hyeon T 2004 Nature Mater. 3 891. 
[25] Hou Y, Xu Z and Sun S 2007 Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 46 6329. 
[26] Shtykova E V, Huang X, Remmes N, Baxter D, Stein B, Dragnea B, Svergun D I and 
Bronstein L M 2007 J. Phys. Chem. C 111 18078. 
[27] Redl F, Black C T, Papaefthymiou G C, Sandstrom R L, Yin M, Zeng H, Murray C B 
and O’Brien S P 2004 J. Am. Chem. Soc. 126 14583. 
[28] Jang S, Kong W and Zeng H 2007 Phys. Rev. B 76 212403. 
[29] Dormann J L, Fiorani D and Tronc E 1997 Adv. Chem. Phys. 98 283. 
  
32
[30] Batlle X and Labarta A 2002 J. Phys. D 35 R15. 
[31] Jönsson P E 2004 Adv. Chem. Phys. 128 191. 
[32]  Binns C et al. 2005 J. Phys. D: Appl. Phys. 38 R357. 
[33] Petracic O, Chen X, Bedanta S, Kleemann W, Sahoo S, Cardoso S and Freitas P P 
2006 J. Magn. Magn. Mater. 300 192 
Petracic O 2010 Microstr. Superlatt. 47 569. 
[34] Zhang L-Y, Dou Y-H, Zhang L and Gu H-C 2007 Chin. Phys. Lett. 24 483. 
[35] Benitez M J, Petracic O, Salabas E L, Radu F, Tüysüz H, Schüth F and Zabel H 2008 
Phys. Rev. Lett. 101 097206. 
[36] Nogues J, Sort J, Langlais V, Skumryev V, Surinach S, Munoz J S and Baro M D 
2005 Physics Reports 442 65.  
[37] Iglesias O, Labarta A and Batlle X 2008 J. Nanosci. Nanotechnol. 8 2761. 
[38]  Bodnarchuk M I et al 2009 Small 5 2247. 
[39] Tang J, Wang K-Y and Zhou W J  2001 Appl. Phys. 89 7690. 
[40] Guigue-Millot N, Keller N and Perriat P 2001 Phys. Rev. B 64 012402. 
[41] Prozorov R, Prozorov T, Mallapragada S K, Narasimhan B, Williams T J and 
Bazylinski D A 2007 Phys. Rev. B 76 054406. 
[42] Meiklejohn W H and Bean C P 1956 Phys. Rev. 102 1413. 
[43]  Nogues J and Schuller I K 1999 J. Magn. Magn. Mater. 192 203. 
[44] Berkowitz A E and Takano K 1999 J. Magn. Magn. Mater. 200 552. 
[45]  Radu F and Zabel H 2007 Springer Tracts Mod. Phys. 227 97. 
[46] Yao Y D, Chen Y Y, Hsu C M, Lin H M, Tung C Y, Tai M F, Wang D H,Wu K T and 
Suo C T 1995 Nanostruct. Mater. 6 933. 
[47] Tracy J B and Bawendi M G 2006 Phys. Rev. B 74 184434. 
[48] Zheng R K, Wen G H, Fung K K and Zhang X X 2004 Phys. Rev. B 69 214431. 
  
33
[49] Theil Kuhn L, Bojesen A, Timmermann L, Meedom M, Nielsen L and Moerup S 2002 
J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 14 13551. 
[50]  Badini Confalonieri G, Vega V, Ebbing A, Prida V M, Petracic O and Zabel H 
(unpublished). 
[51] Moerup S, Madsen M B, Franck J, Villadsen J and Koch C J W 1983 J. Magn. Magn. 
Mater. 40 163. 
[52] Scheinfein M R, Schmidt K E, Heim K R and Hembree G G 1996 Phys. Rev. Lett. 76 
1541. 
[53] Hauschild J, Elmers H J and Gradmann U 1998 Phys. Rev. B 57 R677. 
[54] Bedanta S, Petracic O, Kentzinger E, Kleemann W, Rücker U, Paul A, Brückel Th, 
Cardoso S and Freitas P P 2005 Phys. Rev. B 72 024419. 
[55] Kleemann W, Petracic O, Binek Ch, Kakazei G N, Pogorelov Yu G, Sousa J B, 
Cardoso S and Freitas P P 2001 Phys. Rev. B 63 134423. 
[56] Benitez M  J, Petracic O, Tüysüz H, Schüth F and Zabel H 2010 Phys. Rev. B 
submitted (Preprint arXiv:1009.2324). 
[57] Kinzel W 1979 Phys. Rev. B 19 4595. 
[58] Maletta H and Felsch W 1979  Phys. Rev. B 20 1245.  
[59] Kincaid J M and Cohen J G M 1975 Phys. Rep. 22 57. 
[60] Kleemann W 1993 Int. J. Mod. Phys. B 7 2469. 
 
  
34
Supplementary data 
 
Fig S1: TEM image of the NP area illuminated for SAED patterns for NPs annealed at 
(a) 80°C in air (b) 170°C in air (c) 230°C in vacuum. 
  
